/2. 4 Ls
. {OruonECcALL  [Qoiscussion sIELD TAP [JcONFERENCE V
o= RECORD OF
[J oTHER (SPECIFY)
COMMURICATION {Record of itemn checked above)
; = e

Dave Crawford EPA SCOM Tom Brown Burns & McDonnel i \

Site C X P
SUBJECT TF JYINDIKQG 76 235

Break
E1lvott Shooting Park, Raytown, Mo Yehor. l;
SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION 7//

Dur1ng our meeting of several weeks ago with the property owner \Boatman's Bank), to '
whom B&M 15 acting as consultant, we asked them to submit a plan to us within 2-3 deeks

regarding their plan of action for this site During the meeting analytical data on
samples collected and analyzed by EPA was shared and discussed

Tom called to discuss some analytical data on samples they have now collected from the
site Their samples were analyzed by Wilson Labs {which was a CLP on metals last time

I checked) Tom $aid that the data they now have essent1ally conflrrms wour data The
processed pile of s011 contains about 1100 ppm lead, and would thus contain too much
lead to leave at the site and comply with the Consent Order 1ssued Portioas of the
S1te wbere sotl has been scraped off and then mined also has above 500 ppm lead However
Tead continues to only be found 1n the top few 1nches of s011 Tom had analytical data
where they had found {ead 1n concentrations above 10,000 ppm 1n the top few 1nches, but
Tess thn 500 ppm tn so1] at a 5" depth Tom felt that this meant that the lead on the

Tom had ®11ected samples from the holding pond of sediments and found them to contain
up to 3000 ppm Tead Previously we hdd no data on sedmments tn the holding pond Tom
said that they had looked at the accessibil1ty of the holding pond and would take addr-
tigal measures to restrict access to It (e g a better fenceg

I told Tom that I had received a c1gtizen complaint alledging that runoff water from the
pond 1s arrying lead off the site through the parking Tot Tom said that he had seen
scme sediment had been deposited 1n the parking lot from the runoff from the holding
pond but had not seen any lead I recommended that they pick up any sediment that has bedn
carried off the site and take it back to the site

Tom had thought that during our meeting of a few weeks ago we (EPA) were trying to say
that the mining process was not working and that 1t was not worthwhile to continue 1t
Processed sotls contain more than 500 ppm lead, as do soils underlying the top few iIncheq
scraped off and mined T satd I had not thought that was what EPA was trying to say I
thought what we were trying to say was thefo lowing
~The rining process does appear to be resulting 1n substantial reduction in the levels
of Tead ~However 1t may not be the final solution
-Data we shared & which B&M has now confirmed 1ndicates that levels of lead above 500
ppmmay mean that additional cleanup w111 have to be done after the imitial mning 1s con | ¢
pleted The Consent Order anticipates such a consequence & has provisions for the sub-
Lu551on of additional plans, 1f necessary, after the mining 1f Yead st111 above 500 ppin
-EPA was trying to share data with the PRPs, make them aware of potential consequencest &
plgnificance of thss data, and cause PRPs to do some contingency planning *
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CONTINUED FROM FRONT * . .

Tom ggreed to go ahiead and subwilt the daty theynqw Bave to me So far theybave
not developed any new plan of action 1n response to ow data and their data We
agreed he should go ahead and submit data as soon as possible tn order that we can

all be reviewing the same set of data Tom thoudt that he would get that to me yet
this veek
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